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In the United States, the strikes of coal and railroad 
workers created an economic and political crisis of national 
proportions.. Class relations have reached a point where the 
president must on one day ask for extraordinary powers to curb 
labor and on the next must veto the Case bill to avoid arousing 
labor. 

In Italy, after an overwhelming election defeat, the Monar¬ 
chist forces went over to the offensive, rioting in several ma¬ 
jor cities. The rising wrath of the toiling masses (held in 
check ViTith difficulty by the government) was quieted oiily^by the 
king’s abandonment of his pettifogging, legalistic objections to 
the verdict and his hasty and undignified flight from the coun¬ 
try . 

In France, the election results shovi^ that the bankrupt So¬ 
cialist and Stalinist government majority is causing the petty 
bourgeois masses to lose faith in the working class. They are 
turning again toward the capitalist class, looking for leader¬ 
ship out of the terrible state of crisis in which France exists. 
That is the significance of the big growth, of the. MRP. 

These events taken together point up the paramount question 
of the need for a revolutionary Marxist organization and a Com¬ 
munist .Fourth International to take leadership in the class 
struggle and to guare.ntee success to'the social revolutions now 
developing' around the globe. 

.For this reason we have devoted this issue of POLITICAL 
NOTES to material on how to build a revolutionary Marxist organ¬ 
ization. The occasion for the following documents is perhaps 
insignificant compared with the major class events mentioned 
above. The numbers and organizations involved are small. But 
the issue is nevertheless the ma.in question of our times -- the 
road to the party. 
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RE VOLUTIONARY OR TRADE UNION POLITICS? 

ON SOME RECENT NEGOTIATIONS 

No revolutionist can underestimate the importance of the growth 
of his group or organization. The necessity of huilding a large re¬ 
volutionary organization, of having functioning groups ■ in all the 
important cities, of being strong enough to influence the actions of 
the whole working class and be an objective factor in the national 
arena — all these things are prerequisites for a social revolution. 
No radical and least of all any Marxist would minimize the import¬ 
ance of uniting the vanguard of the working class in a Marxist organ¬ 
ization for the social revolution. 

The dividing line between Marxists and all other radicals on 
this question of unity is that the former understand that unity must 
be accomplished on a scientific basis if it is to represent any ad¬ 
vance toward the social revolution. The history of the working class 
provides many examples of the failure and defeat of attempts to sub¬ 
stitute the unity of large numbers of people for a Marxist program. 
An outstanding example of these attempts is the Peoples Front move¬ 
ments before the ¥;ar. They did not achieve any advance toward the 
social revolution because of a false, reformist position on the 
bourgeois state. The wide support the radical parties making up the 
Popular Front governments had, did not in any way help them because 
of this false basis. 

The same general laws — the same principles — apply to any at¬ 
tempt at unification whether the numbers involved be large or small. 
All Marxists a nd many centrists and reformists will agree to this 
abstract statement that the program is the fundamental thing. The 
disagreement usually falls on the question: what constitutes a Marx¬ 
ist program or a Marxist basis for unity at a given time and under 
given circumstances? In answering this question, v/e cite certain 
fundamental requirements. 

The World Around Us 

A Marxist program must first of all be based on objective real¬ 
ity. It cannot be based on the appearance of things or on the sub¬ 
jective feelings of the people involved but only on the actual rela¬ 
tionships. These relationships are expressed in the scientific laws 
of Marxism. The heart and core of the program must be the problems 
presently facing the working class. For example, agreement on what 
to do the day after the revolution is not worth very much if disagree 
ment on how to seize the power has continued to exist. There are 
more than enough of blueprints, utopias and "plans” drawn up by in¬ 
dividuals and groups of the most varied political character. A Marx¬ 
ist program is not a "plan to end all plans" but rather a scientific 
guide to action on the problems facing the v/riters thereof. 

Building a group on a revolutionary Marxist basis is not going 
to be accomplished by verbalism. Neither discussion nor conferences 
alone can do this work. To have,, any meaning at all the latter must 
represent actual, concrete material work whether of a theoretical or 
dally practical nature. To assume that paper agreement or paper 
schema can accomplish this task is the worst sort of sectarianism. 
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The problems facing us in the class, struggle are concrete — they 
must have a concrete answer. Formulas provide no real ansv>rer to the 
problems — neither formulas about a paper nor about agitation^ nor 
about mass work, nor about the need for theoretical activity. In the 
long run, such formulas satisfy only those vvho have no desire t o 
build or to conduct work of a revolutionary nature. 

It is from this' point of view_ that we must examine the negotia¬ 
tions, and the documents on which they are based, betvireen the RWL and 
a group around the tSS. The first question that arises is: \^liat do 
these people want to get together for? This question finds no con¬ 
crete answer anywhere. Do the.RWLers think tha-.t the l-TSSites and o- 
thers will help them to .build a revoj-Utionary party? Do they pro¬ 
ject revolutionary activity together in the class struggle? This is 
not stated, by either party. . 

”4 E lem en ts ” 

The fundamental statement in the negotiations is the document-, 
dravrn by the WES and a ccepted. by the RWL as a basis for negotiations 
The Four Elements . This document, while allegedly dealing with only - 
four characteristics w’hich a revolutionary organisation should have, 
in actuality expresses a political position on a large number of pro¬ 
blems of the day. We read (on page 9): . 

"But the American revolutionists must ihiderstand that the..unique 
position of American imperialism as the world's dominant economic 
and political po?fer' is the crux of all their theory and activity. 
Here is for them the fountainhead of their inteiriationalism. The 
power and might and .interest 'and cchcern of Washington nov^ envelop 
the globe. The United States working class, in ch.allengi.ng .'t h e 
rule of its oppressors- wil.l, perforce, give battle in .the name of 
the workers and colonial peoples of the entire world. Revolutions 
in other countries ?/ill w'eaken world capitalism and .shake its 
foundationsj proletarian revolution in the United' States wall 
crack its spine. Our revolution will be the docis.riy.e one.'L 

On page 4 we read the following: ' f y ' 

’'I.n the present level of development of the class stiriiggle i n 
this country such intervention lof revolutionists in the Class 
struggle/ w.d.11 find its occasion primarily in strike struggles 
and unemployed movements and in, situations to which they . give 
rise.- Hence the orientation of the group is principally on the 
union movementj its membership must consist principally of active 
’ unionists; and its preoccupation in bulk and in detail is wdth 
the broad aspects and trivia of union problems. Its selection of 
political issues for propaganda purposes in its daily work con¬ 
trives- to provide a direct framework for broadening the under-,, 
standingstanding by the workers it seeks to influence of the is¬ 
sues which occupy their thinking, in critical situations , the. 
grGw.tng intervention of the state develops the political iinplica- 
tions in these situations and obtrudes them on the consciousness, 
of the workers creating opi)ortunities for and imposing the necess¬ 
ity of political propaganda of an advanced character by the p?eyo- 
lutionists. As the class struggle increases'in intensity and’ec¬ 
onomic struggles movie in the directi'..-n of becoming political 
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political struggles and serious political situations result inyolY- 
ing open struggles by hundreds of thousands of v;orkers against the. 
state and the revolutionary groups become a movement occasions will 
arise for open, direct political agitation and action*” 

The gist of these two paragraphs can be summed^up in a very few 
words: T.hs world revolution is dependent on the social revolution in 
the UB; and, as all agree, the US social revolution is dependent on 
a revolutionary organization; but ’’open, direct political agitation 
and action” "In the present level of development of the class strug¬ 
gle in this country” must be postponed for the proposed revolutiona¬ 
ry organization’s ’’preoccupation in bulh and in detail is with the 
broad aspects and the trivia of union problems.” Look when these 

brave revolutionary lions intend to roari ?fnen ’’economic struggles 
move in the direction of becoming political struggles and serious po¬ 
litical situations restit involving open political struggles hy hun¬ 
dreds of thousands of workers against the state and the revolutiona¬ 
ry groups become a-movement” then, ah then will arise. . .’’occasions” 
(just ’’occasions” you understand) "for open, direct political agita¬ 
tion and action.” 

Leaders Who Follow ' 

Truly, the authors of this document should blush for shame v/hen 
they try to palm off such miserable barc-faced tail-endism as revolu¬ 
tionary strategy. When the objective situation results in ’’open 
struggles by hundreds of thousands of workers against the state," 
then the revolutionary organization v;ill shout..."Mo, tool" There's 
revolutionary strategy for you. There’s audacity and revolutionary 
initiative for you! There’s a profound and scientific perspective 
for you! A real grasp of the situation: "When the time com.os. I’ll 
be there; but meanv^hile..." 

It is obvious from the start then, that the authors of the Four 
Elements are not interested in building an organization which will 
undertake the job of openly attacking US imperialism and fighting 
for the dictatorship of the proletariat. Hov/over, we do not wish to 
dismiss the document lightly. Lot us further investigate it accord¬ 
ing to the criteria of a Maiocist program. Does it, for example, 
state correctly the objective situation? The ansv;or is no and evid¬ 
ence is contained in the first paragraph quoted. 


Undoubtedly America has emerged from the war the strongest and' 
most powerful capitalist nation in the world. Having defeated Gorman, 
Italian and Japanese imperialism and weakened Britain and, the Soviet 
Union too in the process, she is apparently in a position to forgo 
ahead as. never before. There is only one thing wrong with this glow¬ 
ing picture. The capitalist economic system is in decay. American 
imperialism in its attempts to'girdle the globe is beset by the rev¬ 
olutionary situations produced by capitalist decay and at the sc:mo 
rime finds it increasingly difficult to stabilize its homo economy. 
The class struggle in the US reached a height in the coal.and rail¬ 
road strikes sufficient to create a national crisis. 

To say therefore that America has reached its zenith is to give 
only one side of the picture. To state the true objective situation, 
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it is necessary to qualify strongly this picture of an all-pov/erful 
US by considering the contradictions and limitations which the impe¬ 
rialist (decay) stage of capitalism imposes on it. 

The power of the US is dependent on its ability to exploit the 
whole world. Unless she is able to exploit large areas of the globe 
outside her borders, the imperialist economy of the US will be 
thrown into a deeper and more profound'crisis than eyer before. , lit 
this sense the revolutionary crisis-to-come is inextricably:bound up 
with, even dependent on, the crises and revolutionary uprisings in 
Europe, Asia and Africa. If the Javanese win their struggle for na¬ 
tional liberation, if the workers and peasants of north China ex¬ 
clude imperialism from large industrially important sections, if the 
Italian or French proletariat also overthrov/ capitalism and close 
those areas to US exploitation, if any of these or sim.ilar occurren¬ 
ces take place, they will induce a crisis in US economy. Y/hen we de¬ 
fine US economy as imperialist, v/e mean by that an economy which has 
outgrown its national boundaries, which must exploit territory out¬ 
side its boundaries in order to exist; The highly mechanical and 
one-sided picture presented by the Pour Elements is fundamentally 
wrong. ■ 

For 60 Million Jobs Too ? 

This error is not something in the nature of a defect in ab¬ 
stract economic analysis. It has serious, political implications. The 
US bourgeoisie, particularly those of the Wallace school, can afford 
to buy off a section of the US v/orking class if their plans for 
v/orld exploitation work out. Wallace preaches "one vrorid.. .foreign 
tradeAAA60 million jobs." Needless to say, this one world will be¬ 
long to the US, the foreign trade'•will be US foreign trade and the 
60 million jobs, social security in the US, etc. are dependent on 
the carrying out of the world exploitation plans of the US bourgeoi¬ 
sie. The trade union burockacy and a host of other labor-skates 
have swallowed Wallace’s class collaboration proposal. In return 
for the (promised) 60 million jobs and social security shhemes, they 
support or do not attack the imperialist foreign policy of the U.S. 
bourgeoisie, ^hey take a social imperialist position similar to the 
British Labor Party leaders. The Four Elements document states (on 
page 10): "...the basis for our activity, for unity or split is the 

struggle against the United States capitalist class, is the American 
revolution. Agreement end difference on strategy and tactics for 
the' struggle hero must supercede in importance in our thinking and 
attitude the importance of the fate of the revolution in Eussia o r 
an3nA7hore else.” This, taken together with tail-endism of the trade- 
union movement and the concept that the US revolution is divided from 
social revolutions elsov/here, will amount in practice to the social 
imperialist position of the reformists, centrists and union burocrats. 

For example, US Imperialism will be able to give a fov7 crumbs to 
the Vv’orking class if it can gain the whole of China to exploit. Ac¬ 
cording to the Four Elements strategy/, the revolutionary organization 
will not organize and agitate against the use of US troops in China 
and for a Chinese social revolution. That would be "open, direct.pp- 
litical agitation" and is to be postponed* It v/ill therefore confine 
itself to hollering for the crumbs. That is, it will bo preoccupied 
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"with the broad aspects'"and the trivia of union problems." Such a 
strategy is bach-handed support to US imperialism. 

Politics Is Here To Stay 


How let us turn again to the second paragraph quoted, where the 
orientation of the revolutionary organization is dealt with. As we 
have seen above, it is proposed that the revolutionary organization 
concen'trate on the trade unions and. their problems and relegate "o- 
pen, direct political agitation and action" to the future. Is this 
strategy in accord with the objective situation in the US. Ho. 


IVhat, for example, is the longterm significance of the coal and 
railroad disputes? It is that vie are coming to a major turning point 
in the trade union movement. The coal strihe was sufficiently effec¬ 
tive to threaten stoppage to the major part of US industry. This 
brought the government openly into the struggle. It is becoming ob¬ 
vious to wide circles of workers that at this stage labor must con¬ 
tend with the government to achieve its simplest trade union demands. 
That is the objective basis for the growth of the PAC-CIO, "labor" 
and "third party" movements. Marxists know that these reformist 
movements cannot help the working class in its struggle against' the 
capitalist class and the capitalist government. The workers in gen¬ 
eral don’t know this. It is the duty of the Marxists to spread the 
true facts: that only a revolutionary organization bent on overthrow¬ 
ing capitalism is the answer in the present objective situation. It 
is the only possible reply to the "labor party" and. third party dem¬ 
agogs. Failure to give this answer means to leave the field wide o- 
pen for the reformists. Again, it is backhanded support to capitalism 


"the very developments in the trade union field 
Itself make it the duty of. the revolutionists to com© out openly 

for the overthrov/ of capitalism, the struggle against the government 
and the organization of a Mapcist party to that end. But the Four 
Elements document is tail—endist. It does not concern itself v/ith 
working out a revolutionary strategy based on the objective situa¬ 
tion in order to lead the workers. Bather, it bases itself on t h o 
backv/ardness ana prejudices of the American workers — the subject- 
^ situation -- and proposes a strategy of following th e ,;w'5r£ers'. 
Only when hundreds of thousands" of workers have already started to 
struggle against the state, does the document propose that revolu¬ 
tionists agitate openly. 

Over-simplification 

Thruout the document action is counterposed to analysis tac- 
tics to theory. Is this an accident? Or is it a conscious promul- 
gation o± a very limited horizon? Why is everything reduced to a 
^problem in tactics? V7hy are lenin’s tactics in the Russian Revolu- 
tion mentioned specifically while his analysis of imperialism and 
bourgeois state on v^ich they v/erc Wsed arc completely ig- 
nored? . Why is the class and revolutionary significance of the Oct¬ 
ober Revolution reduced to a mere Russian problem? 

The whole trend of the document is to reduce the objective sit¬ 
uation to the size of the authors. It satisfies a doep urge to be rid 
0 6 0 omplcx probloins bn. v/hich the moYGiiion't hns boon bronlcing its 
















neck and v/hich require broad revolutionary activity as well as study 
Uiid analysis. '^You can have your internationalism and your revolu-r 
tionary jjolitical strug-gle,” it says in effect, "We’re tired of wait¬ 
ing. We v^ant to do something here where we can see results." 

And yet no concrete action is proposed. In half a dozen places 
it outlines a blueprint - rapid reaction to situations,- being a com¬ 
bat organization, agitation, organizing: a paper, Leninist tactics. , 
There is a lot of emotion about "fearless fighters" and downright i- 
dealist hogwash about Icnowing the "mental processes" and, "personali¬ 
ty patterns" of the Negro people as an answer to the Negro problem 
in the US, rather than the economic and social conditions which are 
the basic determinants. Can a revolutionary grouping be built o n^ 
such a basis? 

Suppose one were to grant that tactics are primary. Then the 
document, which is entitled "contribution to discussion - The Basis 
for Building a Revolutionary Grouping in the US Today," nowhere even 
lists the actual tactics to be pursued in any national situation or 
as an answer to any national problem. One is forced to conclude that 
all the talk about tactics serves only to cover up the poverty of 
ideas and program. It covers up a retreat to a nationalist outlook 
and platform by comrades who yesterday gave iipservice at least to 
world revolution. liEotionalism is substituted for analysis and w e 
are left with aan essentially defeatist position. 

" Minor" Omissions 

It is significant that having emerged from 4 years of imperi¬ 
alist war, neither grouping is interested to , discuss the vital 
question of how to fight it. This is a very, concrete problem. It 
£s indeed a touchstone. The movement has been torn and ravaged by 
open and concealed support to the forces of imperialism. The v/ar 
demonstrated the complete absence of organized revolutionary polit¬ 
ical opposition. The revolutionary outbursts that did occur were 
ignored or sacrificed or sold out by their "leaders." In the wake 
of the war we are. confronted mdth revolutionary uprisings or situa¬ 
tions in at least half a dozen countries. Yet no mention is made 
of this phenomenon and its relation to the Y/ar. 

Likewise with the question of the Soviet Union. The RWL offi¬ 
cial fo-rmula is that it’s a degenerated workers state. Recent art¬ 
icles on the Red Army and Soviet foreign policy would indicate that 
some do not agree. Some of the comrades pro.senting Four Elements 
are of the opinion that it is not a workers state. Others think it 
is. But both groupings manage to avoid this basic question. Poss¬ 
ibly the preoccups.tlon with the "fountainhead of our international¬ 
ism" leaves no room to discuss the question of defense of the Sovi¬ 
et Union against American and ’.vorld imperialism, or the question of 
extension of the October Revolution. Possibly it is a ques-tion of 
"tactics." Possibly unity could not be envisaged if so delicate a 
matter ?;ere Injected into the discussions. 

These are but 2 major concrete problems facing the working 
class. They require honest investigation, analysis and concrete 
revolutionary activity. Not to even try to answer them or t o 
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outline a position on them is indeed a capitulation to capitalism. 
Revolutionary unity cannot be forged by gentlemen’s agreements t o 
ignore completely burning and- complex problems. 

The authors of Four Elements are guilty of gross opportunism. 
They are trying to whittle dovm the job confronting us to their size 
The result is tail-endism and objective capitulation to US imperial¬ 
ism. The awareness of the tasks vath which the objective situation 
confronts us can be acquired by one person or by one million. The 
number is decisive for their successful accomplishment but it is not 
decisive in determining what those tasks are. If a group of people 
set out to provide a revolutionary program of action and answer for 
the working class today and end up with less than a struggle against 
world imperialism for the dictatorship of the proletariat, they are 
not Marxist; their program is not scientifically in accord with the 
objective situation. And it is foolish to fob oneself off with the 
notion that a group built on a false program will some day muddle 
thru. Determining what the objective situation is and the tasks 
flowing from it is part and parcel of the task of building a revolu¬ 
tionary party to fight world capitalism. 

If we say today that we will take only one part or one aspect 
of world capitalism as the enemy because we are so small, we are not 
building a revolutionary party to fight world capitalism. Worse, we 
are retreating from the goal proclaimed in 1933 - a new Marxist Int¬ 
ernational. In fact Four Elements ignores this perspective entirely 
It is true that our blows v/ill be struck primarily in the United 
States. But that is merely a geographical circumstance. Our enemy 
is ?;orld imperialism of which US imperialism is a part. We' must 
base our plans on a world perspective and recognize that a demonstra 
tion in support of the workers of Europe or Asia can be just as im¬ 
portant a blow against world imperialism and our particular oppress¬ 
or, US imperialism, as a demonstration in support of striking miners 

There are many other points of great importance on v/hich the 
Four Elements document deviates from a Marxist, from a scientific 
line. But let us now turn to the other party in these negotiations 
and see how this economist, tail-endist document was received. From 
the very first, the RWL welcomed negotiations for fusion with Rour 
Elements as a basis. The RWL wrote: 

’’Dear Comrades: We have your document entitled ’Four Elements’. 
The four points you make in the document by themselves are cor¬ 
rect. A Revolutionary Group, you point out, must first of all 
actually participate in the class struggle; it must react quick¬ 
ly to events; it must publish a national agitation paper; and it 
must preoccupy itself with the problems of its own class enemy 
here in the United States.” 

RWL; Me, Too ! 

In the first place, this is a masterpiece of evasion. - 'When one 
group submits a document to another as a proposed basis for unity 
discussions, the question at issue is: does the submitted docment 
give evidence of a •political line which makes fusion possible. Pick¬ 
ing correct statements out of the document has nothing to do with 
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the Question. Lots of things are correct in themselves: man exists, 
a horse has four legs, the earth revolves- around the sun. One could 
go on like this for hours; but does that contribute anything to the 
matter under discussion? No?; why does the RV/L evade the major issues 
in this fashion? Because it is in fundamental agreement with the 
tail-endist and social imperialist line of the Four Elements document. 

Four Elements says: preoccupation with the trade union move¬ 
ment; mein basis for activity is struggle vs. US capitalist class; 
revolutions elsewhere are secondary. The RV/L ansv;ers; "correct. _ A 
Revolutionary Group...must preoccupy itself with the problems of its 
own class enemy here in the United States." There is, therefore, a- 
greement on the fundamental political premise of the Four Elements ^ 
document. The rest of the letter deals ?;ith "serious errors of omis¬ 
sion" and "overemphasis" but absolutely nothing is said of the fund¬ 
amental political line of the Four Elements -document. That has al¬ 
ready been accepted in the first paragraph. 

■The RWL plenum accepted Four . Elements as a basis-for negotia¬ 
tions, which shows that this embracing of economist and social impe¬ 
rialist tendencies is not the work of, just one individual but of the 
leading body of the organization. Nor has this line remained on pa¬ 
per. 

The " New Annroach " 

The center unit of the RWL has*commenced the issuance of weekly 
leaflets entitled the " Chicago Organizer " and signed by the RWL. 

What v;as the message of the RWL to the ?;orking class on the miners’ 
strike, as conveyed by the first 2 numbers of the Chicago Organizer ? 
Class solidarity. It proposed to the workers that resolutions of 
support be introduced in all trade union locals, that city?;ide dem¬ 
onstrations should have been organized by the trade unions in sup¬ 
port of the miners. These are excellent trade union slogans and it 
is important that they be raised. But v;hat of the revolutionary 
signifipance of the miners’ strike? What of the cardinal fact that 
the miners are approaching a point where struggle thru their union 
is no longer sufficient, that they must soon engage in open struggle 
v;ith the capitalist state if they are to win anything? What of the 
vital Importance to the miners of a revolutionary organization in 
their struggle? The Chicago Organizer had nothing to say on these 
points. Thus the Chicago Organizer , in its "preoccupation in bulk 
and in detail v;ith the broad 8-spects and. the trivia of union prob¬ 
lems" and its ignoring of "open, direct political agitation," is seen 
to be completely in the spirit of Four . Elements. . 

There is an underlying logic to this development. The RWL has 
a fundamentally defeatist outlook, a lack of understanding of the 
revolutionary potentialities of the working class. For years they 
have maintained that all is black, that the' proletariat is nowhere 
effectively struggling,, etc. etc. Politically they expressed this 
in their position on v;orkers control of production — an opporti^ist 
attempt to get support for the dictatorship of the proletariat in 
disguise — and by their anti—Stalinist orientation on the question 
of the Soviet Union, as well as by various ultra-left positions on 
the national question, the fight for democratic demands etc. It has 
also reflected itself in extreme sectarianism, mouthing of formulas 
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which they failed to fill with revolutionary content, and a paper 
detached from reality to the extent that it was.an empty, dead sheet. 

The idea inherent in the adoption of the concept, ’’vrorkers con¬ 
trol of production for use under'a workers council government," was 
that if the workers could be gotten to fight for workers control of 
production the struggle would develop into and be the same thing as 
social revolution. (Elsewhere we have analyzed this -position in de¬ 
tail) . This "tactic" became such an integral part of their approach 
that they have long since "forgotten" to call for the dictatorship 
of the proletariat or to make a serious study of objective reality 
and the actual developments of the class struggle. 

Their agreement to negotiate on the basis of Four Elements thus 
represents merely a further consolidation of defeatism, a more open 
avowal of political demoralization. Their acceptance of this econom¬ 
ist line, this centrist retreat from the political tasks, deary re¬ 
veals that tho the Detroit and other comrades presented the document, 
the tendencies have existed in the RWL for a long time. The oppor¬ 
tunist reasoning which led the RWL to its false position on workers 
control of production has this in common with Four Elements : that 
it bases strategy not on the tasks imposed by the objective situation 
but rather on the backwardness and prejudices of the American worker. 


What we see taking place in these negotiations therefore is not 
a sudden shift of line and orientation by the RWL so much as a chang¬ 
ing of formulas. One recipe is substituted for another. The gener¬ 
al result is a further shift to the right but the shift is not so 
great as it might appear on the surface. It is true that the Fight ¬ 
ing Worker used to deal with the international scene and under the 
"new dispensation" will do so even less. But the RWL for years has 
failed to do more than "cover" foreign events. In 1936-7, whenit 
was still Marxist, the R?/L strained every nerve to aid the Spanish 
Revolution, The Italian Revolution of 1943 was greeted by a mani¬ 
festo calling for workers control etc., but omitting to call for the 
dictatorship of the proletariat; any real campaign of support to the 
Italiam workers v/as "omitted" also. 


In summation, then, while these negotiations- may result in uni¬ 
ty and may temporarily act as a shot in the arm to both parties org¬ 
anizationally, the general political result is a further step to 
the right. No Marxist unity can be expected. The whole matter will 

leave the Marxists just where they are today - confronted with the 

task of building a revolutionary Marxist party. We shall_continue 
to work in that direction and to join with all comrades willing to 
do the same. We call on all revolutionists who recognize the futil¬ 
ity of political horse-trading and opportunist maneuvers to unite 

, 6/85/46 


WELCOME ADDITION 

Beginning with the next issue of POLITICAL NOTES we plan to 
feature a column of comment on day-to-day events contributed 
by a friend. This will help to expand the scope of PN. We 
urge comrades and sympathizers to use PN also for the expres¬ 
sion of their ideas and experiences. 
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"R.W L: DQOMEE'^^h/CHARTER MEMBER 

.■ ■ ' J O I N S G. R. M:-- - ' ■' 

, We publish below,two statements by a comrade who .has drawn ,the 
organizational cbnClusibns from the latest'developments in the..'RWL. 
The first statement» which.'they have failed to. publish, or a.nswar, , 
deals ;'primarily .with tJlO internal. develbpmehts in the RWL which, 
drove . him, to. thP: conclusion tiipii it/ was no longer, a Marxist organi¬ 
zation. ' .The second .states that, he/ i,S .lolhtng';w^ G'RM ,to,:con- 

tinue his life-long, fight., for the So,Cial revolution, and. for a.’fflarx- 
ist party.: which will succesafCtlly lead it. , 

The question of revolutionary defeatism . in ' China and 'when:, it 
applied, will, be discussed and,, clarified . in... fut.ure issues of . Poiltj - 
cal Notes ', in . line with our gehehai policy... : . , ' 

, ■ vSTAThpNT'Np. .it'. ' t 

The .Revol.utlonary ;:Workers''League.,; ■p.S:.. and International" Con¬ 
tact, ■ Commission aPe no. more .. Marxist; V ' They :'have turned revisionist 
and are doomed, UNTIL they, rid, themselves Of,such leadership and 
turn: Marxist again'. , StatementRof resignation from the Revolutionary 
Worker'S Leagiue^Rand intenhatlohal Contact Commission'by Comrade J. 
Danley. . " '.' 

' ■‘Le:ar Comrades and Fellow-Workers: The 'recent plenum: revealed 
the wbrst' crisiS ih the whole’ life of the RWL’'(over ■ ten years of . 
existence)'’!' I wish to state first that we'-'with'eSsed the lowest’ vi¬ 
olation of democratic cehtralismrin the RWL'S lSth piehurn,- March R 
23' and 24'j "19^6,. by'/ our acting ■ National Secretary; comrade SO . 

.against comrade' LD.R Comrade SO maneuvered to push this 'comrade 'out 
in the lat'te:r part of the'organlzattonal report without giving* any¬ 
one a chahce to discuss thd * point, ’when Rco'mradeS had''already had the 
floorRineluding myself . ' He hinted to,.me' before<'We left for the ' . 
plenum that something'was,"being cooked up" by him for comrade LD. 

I never cOuld have believed'* that such a soup Could b'e ^ delivered ' to ■ 
us/* I would not believe anyone unless I had'witnessed it’myself. ' 
To our regret this took place,/not in a,.-Stalinist/or Socialist. or¬ 
ganization, but withinRa.h orgahization which Still, considers itself 
revolutionary Marxist M'/'■; ■ ' ! 

*even with the hbl'p /'Of his" cbmrade.-Tin-arms" JA/ ' ■ . i-: 

. /Uaturaily some differences' exist between’SO and’JA. "* Just. as • 
it is Impossible to find two/individual's^ with'the" same background, 
so they, can, hot have ah/idehtical, but/ only :a similar" Ideology . 

(Marx and ■Ehgeis''were no exce*ption!)', ' , 

' 'We all know that comrade LD held her post legally, as a PC mem¬ 
ber; that only Se'riOus charges' of disloyalty to’our b/rganization, 
when proven by a triai: committee , ■ could’ be ^ reason to remove her 
from her post. But this tiTe’■theRso-called' "p'blltical' charges" 
were just slander , ■'such,* for) example’, as the labei’-of "clicquism" / 
and "sectarianism"’ ’ and * "pinprid’king" ; etc >'/Even if cbrn'rade ’ SO was 
compelled by comradd JW' to. make, an apologyR. this did not change the 
picture but only’: made it .worse 'for.him. This /time when we finally/ 
got the. floor on a point of special privilege (.fb'r three' minutes) ' 
we just blasted as falsehoods from A to Z these so-called charges. 
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It ’«as not just an SO-LD; fight. : No,' .hoi EEvS'^’y'bQ.dy, including: my¬ 
self, was "branded by SO as being HO, stooges when we .voted against 
SO's motions, in favor. ..of. HO's p:olitl.cal motions, ( .in letter to PC). 

Comrade SO knew his line, so in order to come put ,"victorious" 
he was, compelled .to push, some one off the PC, which.Iwas e.yen on a 
worse plane” than the one . CBC pulled off. The one by' CSC was, used , 
against 'some one , who' challenged .pur , line .... But. SO .puLled his maneu¬ 
ver out'.against one of' our . fine loyal" comrades ., He was .compelled 
to use pressure with a splitting-gun in, front of us, ...In, front ..of .. 
the organization, he said: "We have the,choice, of only one, .me.or 
her." And. it was only under'this threat in his speech that he "won" 
,,,.that he had a majority to carry a motion to railroad comrade LD 
out of the center city . , .Even comr.ade ’ JW stated openly "That he votes 
for it, not because he wants it, .but beca.use it is the ohly way out".. 
Comrade JW's motions in general contradicted his excellent fight ■ 
for revolutionary Marxism, and, .by tlie way, .it was comrade MR and 
myself who kept comrade JV/ staying to the end of the plenum. After 
listening to .the first recitation .on "revolutionary Marxism" (the . 
report on the objective situation in the U.S.) by co.mrade . JA,. he 
■got so disgusted that we.had our lands full keeping him .from leaving. 
Sure it was the same JA., one.-whom we'can characterize as engaged in., 
political scabbing because of his vicious attack against.our own 
comrades in the presence of the grouping around TS. 

By . the way , it was o.ur good. C:p.mrade PP and others...whoi|- comrade 
SO classified as "nervous females" . ' A.ithough we consider such, ex¬ 
pressions, very mild...from; comrade SO, we' protested with no good re¬ 
sults. It was the same SO -who was once, censored by our plenum.for 
calling on. comrade WA, to. "come out in the alley , and fight’l to . settle 
t political argument, On this level. ...He was .characterized by 'out 
convention for his. "hlghT-handed methods" of dealing with comrades. 

All of l.t is ho-thlng but a.. co.mbinatlon in the, culminating point of 
a false political, line,.. I criticize HO severely for his failure to 
be present at least at the conventions.: and plenums .o.f our’league,, 
when the revolutionary . line of .the league is bei.ng challenged.. But 
there is no use to try any. more. . .. 

■With comrade SO I . had . to put up a big ,fIght. agalns.t ,hls .;econ- 
omism in a concealed form; even when he defended-our former comrade 
P'L he insisted on the slogan, "For all raises."',' which would include 
raises for scabs, white • slavers, spiesetc.: .1 was for only:those 
raises which would ■ weaken instead of strengihening capitalism, B’or 
all economic gains, are, to,: be •linked with the ultimate, ends... .1 fight 
against economlsm, not only as a line, but agai.nst any. fruit of 
that line. P spent about twenty-five years in a union fighting 
against the labor fakers.... . But comrade SO spent about .seven years in 
a union office and filled his . head with'a.ll the ..minor details about 
all labor skates . instead of filling his ..hetu with big political is¬ 
sues. The league in general.is to be■given, credit for holding out ■ 
through the critical war period, but this, is not due to..SO. You can 
just realize under what Gircumstances comrade LD handed in her. res-. 
Ignation, from the tbp, committees (last January).•-which she later 
withdrew. I am not. even going, into the details of the...many threats 
made by comrades. SO and, JA against this... comrade. . . . 





Wlien r Started ® on the: Claliiese ■question, the end o,f 

last July ,; vshen I' was defeated, the (League .and I were .granted a dis¬ 
cussion period for three months .■ yThis was never put into effect or 
realized fed I gave them a period in which to reform :and 1 warned 
them. I even offered thiem a hridge to correct the mistake when I 
said only a Stalin never made a fni&take, but even a Lenin and Trotsky 
did and admitted : their mistakes. : And I, .make mistakes too.. But the 
chance to make corrections on this‘war: flatly turned down. , 1 wa,;rned 
them that if this will not be corrected revisionism will .set in 'in^; 
other fields of importance. I also gave them, so to say, a'warning: 
how will the workers accept such leadership for a workers* revolu¬ 
tion? : My warning came true, . For Instance, to these ;”thepreticians'’ 
an attack against worldi imperialism is .. taboo,; only an attack against 
American imperialism is. OK,.. That .in:„, itself, makes w-ofkers.' world 
revolution -an impossibility.■< We who^O'ppo.sed thi.S ; policy were just . 
called ’'super-internationalists" who "must be; driven out" while 
their JA-SO program is put over in a^concealed' form. . The audacity 
of ■ an ,.SOy who in the same breath, brings in. a motion' tO; reaffirm: the 
old position on imperialism, and sayS-.: there is only American imper¬ 
ialism; the rest of the countries are capitalist, with the excep¬ 
tion of the Soviet Union'. How they disgrace Leninist teaching-on 
world imperialism! And even if the plenum forbids such, e:XpresslonS, 
they will flnd."betieri.ones".l . . 

I' appeal to the orgahizatioh.^;,'-before it is. too. late, that if 
they keep on giving-just' lip-service , to the. Fourteen-points: and 
pledg.e ailegiance to the league p.fogram, we must keep up-!a fight 
from within against the ruining of the revolutionary content of this 
program and- .the Fourteen Foints .■ And again .!■ appeal, be positive of 
the ■genuine eontent:/, !especially the.’ revolutionary content-; an organ¬ 
ization which has such. a. fine pas t should .. always, be on guard to 
clean the organization of each revisionism c**d become Marxist again., 
(And as for the leadership, remember, I*ra not accusing anyone of 
stealing horses.) I am for leadership with honesty," courage and 
Intelligence, Instead of dishonesty, egotism, and s.hrewdnesS. I am 
for a vanguard that is composed:of not just the "best" out of sev- . 
eral choices., ■ but of revolutionary. Marxists: with minor: differences. 
Only in an auxiliary you look for just the "best". In the field of 
organization'I hopelessly::fought ■against ■their failure, and their 
defense that poor ob3ect:ive conditions were to blame, when these so- 
called objective conditions lasted throughout the whole life of our 
.organization. No doubt the objective-, situation’ now :had an effect • .. 
on the-comrades but a false'line of .action will-: make it worse "on a ■' 
world scale . And what a defeat' of .SO's(.::Ob:jectives plenum*. 

And what a fine''warnirigfey comrade -WA-to US. ■ How helpless we can 
characterize, the statement on'organization by SO.- At least MR and 
JW made the finest.attempt to answer this organizational question. 

' . We; rlllagree that'in' the •first fight, when the f ight was- be¬ 
tween comrade SO and comrade HO,: HO was correct. Later comrade SO 
changed his position in the IN ■■ without even stat ing i t Was a cor¬ 
rection. ' The only'thing, that 'is, clear for us is what w.e can. do and . 
what we cannot do in Ghlna. Be.fore an imperiallst.'war'Regina we 
can do these things: Help weaken imperialism, but we ■must shout all 
the time, workers, beware', bewarel When an imperialist war starts 



then only revolutionary defeatism can work, nothing but revolution¬ 
ary defeatism. ' We do hot. make a joke of such fine : theory, as .■.ad¬ 
vanced by ''Nor 'dO- we make ''jokes about the e.xcellent. Apnil ’'■ 

Theses . For these principles I left the\ Second International; on 
socialism in a‘"single country 1 got out -of the clutches of, .Stalin¬ 
ism; later, the line Of the''refolutiOnary .Marxists, got me ..out .of . 
syndicalism and Out of the betraying French-turn line [of -the .Trot- : 
skyites.' Having •■•the h'xperience and. the .background.-of the .1905 revo- 
' lutiOn, this can be a real guide to.action for me and.for,all^revo- 
lutiOnary Marxists . I want' to have a clear proletarian conscience 
I always had a resignation blank in one.hand and an application 
blank in the other.' Where to now? 'How do I stand now? ■. With one ' 
hand I Offer my resignation' to'those who •baGk:down on the ■principles, 
of our line> ''and with the other, hand.:'I of fer • my, application only ..■ 

(let all tendencies try^ not-to 'rush me! ) to those who. are stlll_ ad-. ..: 
vocating the same line of fevO'ljJttortary action that is exemplified ., 
in the excellent document, of the Fourteen'.Points and, the Program, of 
the RWL. I will'fight anybody until my last .breath who'Changes the ; 
principle Of^ this ' line! I- will .collabora.te. with :anybody,;: within, or .;, 
without the organization, for'" the claflfIcatlon of even'.'one: point'* 

On the Russian question; how they falsified the league posi-: 
tion!' ( JA in his dealing'with the grouping,, around TS. stated that, 

they are against our slogan even in a popUlc^r form and will change , : 
It.) As for a popular slogan they are for changing the...content of 
our basic position. ■ They are for; using a..Sloga.n fa degenerated 
transition, .society-.',, "v They.■ even went tO an extreme degree ,to._ falsi-;. 
fy and'-say that this is our. of'flclal position. Our real, official 
policy Is^! "transi tion economy: under . a degenerated workers state • • 
That has the meaning .that the'; decisive..: industfies,; are socialized. 

As long as we have: av revolutlbnary. .tra'.ns.ltl.on period ; .from.^ capital-,, 
ism to socialism then the, eco'homy-, cannot be just "transitton,, eeon.- 
■ om'y" . ' '' ■ '■'; ■ -■ ^ ' . ' • ■ ' ; i 

When I first, discovered' the .;gem on the. Chinese question, by,; 
our head "theoretician", HO.,' .1: pitied-hiij. gs :! sure thought; that, he 
was ■quoting the';Staltnist "theoretician" ;Browder or.,Foster,,, as-, it is- 
contrary to all our materi.a.l on this ■question,..:; : Some of the, .tOrp 
"theoreticians"; should quote one document to the .contrary. .Even if ,., 
they- would it would, not change-the. basic... theory of revisionism.- 
Comrade HR and others searched for such a document high- and low and 
could not. find, it. ;My, first fight ..w.ae, carried on by comrade HR; who 
put up a splendid fight.; And by'the Way, he wae the :one-.who he.lped-,, 
clear up-many positions , .as-did RH and MR.; This, time HR was .absent 
but at the present time; a-ilght for this .position was, carried, on by . 
comrade LD. . By the way, .she .,d.ey,.eloped, independently her own posl- . , 
tion from her 'formerly, held -posit.,ion on China in. suppor-t of HO* 

■ We can very well see -how the pressure from the top-"theoreti¬ 
cians" wor.ked so. that all the way . through,: from, start to finish, 
three of our closest 'contacts aere. wit.l:i- me, all .the time on China and 
they were even shocked that this could .happen , to our^ blgshots : At 
the membership meeting after, the p-lenum -such fine, voices .as com¬ 
rades and S.', and HM were 'raised, the same, a-s. the .yolces at the, 
plenum of HR and D, which gave.; .me relief. 




The only way they ean get by with politloal murher is by accu¬ 
sing us of being ."mechfenlcal”, when in reality they are In this_re- 
gard the worst examples of meohanlcal thinking. Fon Instance, in 
one countryChina, they have reversed defensism and defeatism with¬ 
in a period of a couple of years. fifhen the mistake was started I 
still" thought that it was with them an honest raistaaie and that it 
would be corrected in time. But not now. After they-exposed them-^ 
selves politically they put forward a line of action. It would de¬ 
feat any workers uprising if the policy of their false line were car¬ 
ried out. The Bolshevik October could never have been realized even 
if Lenin marched airparately and struck together with Kerensky against 
Kornilov, and had advocated defensism Instead of revolutionary de¬ 
featism. This marching separately and striking together as in China 
has the meaning of defensism against defeatism. This is the biggest 
betrayal of Leninas principle of revolutionary defeatism“-in China. 
Now they are turning Lenin against Lenin and HO against HO. Such a 
"leadership” can never be recommended any.more to the workers for ■ 
revolutionary action. This is, .(what they are carrying out now) a 
Stalinist nationalist line, even though they don't go whole hog on . 
it. -.is there any wonder that they themselV'u^. claim that thetr In¬ 
ternational contact is almost zero? No wonderl Let us not forget 
that for workers to get filled with pessifclsm due to such "leader¬ 
ship" Is false, ^ust""as it is false for workers to oppose proletar¬ 
ian .dictatorship because a Stalin abuses-it. Should this so-called 
"leadership" have the control of revolution? Never! Even if pres- . 
sure 'from within or abroad should make these"leaders change their 
position they still cannot be depended upon. Discipline to me now 
is nothing but disloyalty to the workers' cause. I want to be free 
to speak openly and honestly to all’ our fellow workers.on a Marxian 
program. This is the only way that I can forward best the cause of 
revolutionary Marxism. For a genuine fight and struggle against 
world imperialism and for a victorious workers world revolution I 

May 23 , 1946 ■ ’ , J. .Danley 

- STATEMENT NO. 2. 

An.additional statement by comrade J. Danley on Joining the Croup 
of Revolutionary Marxists, after resigning from'the revisionist 
Revolutionary Workers League and International Contact Commission. 

Comrades and .,Fellow-Workers: ^ Let us restate once more that I 
resign from the revisionist Revolutionary Workers Leaguf and the 
International Contact Commission and that I .o^m. more than happy to 
join wlth-.-surely not the unscientific Marlenltes--but with the 
Group of Revolutionary Marxists, with minor differences which .are 
about the same as- those I held with the RVIL when it was Marxist. 

This croup is loyal to the principles of revolutionary Marxism even . 
on the Russian question as I found when 1 recently went through 
their material. And I call on all workers to do likewise._ Part.lc- 
uiarly members and sympathizers of the RWL should , give theii'. fullest 
support to the Group of Revolutionary Marxists. With revolutionary 
Marxist greetings for a successful extension of the revolution to a 


World October; 


June 15) li946. 

J. Danley 






